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as illusory. But in doing so I regard the subject as itself
a predicate of a more cqmprehensive subject which really
exists. I presuppose a certain kind of reality which I
call actual existence. This consists in a system of things
and events continuously connected in an assignable way
with my own existence at the present moment, and
including what happened last night. When I say that
Cleopolis never actually existed, I deny that it ever
formed a partial feature of this reality.

What has been said of the subject of an erroneous
judgment applies also to the predicate. The predicate
cannot be entirely unreal. This follows from the fact that
the distinction between subject and predicate is relative to
the point of view of the person judging, and fluctuates
accordingly. Whether I say "this horse is black" or
"this black thing is a horse" depends on the point of
departure of my thought and not on the nature of its
object. If I begin by regarding the object as a horse
and then proceed to qualify it as black, t(black" is
predicate and horse subject. If I begin thinking of the
object as a black thing and then proceed to qualify it as
being a*horse, horse is predicate and "black thing" is
subject.

Considerations of this kind have led some writers to
regard error as ultimately consisting merely in a mis-
placement of predicates. Subject is real and predicate is
real; we err only in putting them together in the wrong
way. This manner of speaking seems to me misleading so
far as it suggests that the illusory object, as such, having
no positive content of its own, can be resolved without
remainder into constituents which are not illusory but real.
The fallacy lies in the tacit assumption that A as predicate
of B is just the same A as when it is predicated of C, Dy
E, etc. This is not so. In predicating A of B we
think of A as related in a specific way to the other
constituents and attributes of A. But this relatedness of
B is as much part of the positive content of our thought
as whatever may be left of B when we abstract from this
relatedness. Besides this, B when it is thought of as